Resume: Lately, in the area of psychology and pedagogy on communication, there is an evident progress in theoretical and empirical studies. However, when we consider the quality of interpersonal communication, the syntagma is very appropriate "We learned to talk, but not to communicate according to that how much we are present on the civilization scene". The need for putting on communication under the academic magnifying glass in focus of our interest is primarily motivated from the testimony of one new contemporary reality in which there is an evident rearrangement of micro and macro communication patterns in the world. That means, today, we are witnesses of the replacement of "old with new", multimedia communication among individuals which are the deleted historical traces of "face to face communication". The main goal of this paper is to raise the degree of awareness about the fate of "face to face communication" with a special emphasis on the family or his family dynamics. The basic theories from which it starts is that "face to face communication" in the family is reduced, it becomes a kind of "rarity", and it is going to "history". In order to determine the quality, intensity, as well as the implications of interpersonal communication, a family research was realized in Republic of Macedonia on a sample of 869 children from primary school, secondary school and university level. For this purpose, a specially constructed questionnaire was used (PUKOM-20) which sets out several aspects of the "Face to face communication" in the typical family dynamics. Preliminary results, unfortunately, go in favor of confirmation of the hypothesis which denote disappointing results in terms of the type, intensity, motivation, quality and other communicative aspects. It means a clear signal and alarm that the family is ahead of another new challenge.
Introduction
Communication as a dynamic system of exchange of thoughts, feelings and other kind of messages is unique planetary phenomenon which is awake 24 hours. To communicate, means to live, because communication can rightly say that it represents a blood flow of life from which the biological, physical, psychological, social and other balances of humans depends ultimately. Communication is an immanent human need from the beginning of life. For a long time the thesis persists on the research stage that the face to face communication was a and that is non-verbal communication. According to a large number of scientists, it occurs in the brain before we speak and represents a refined expression of our emotional dosing that is not yet influenced by social factors. According to the most accepted assessment based on different research, which we communicate face to face with the interlocutor, nonverbal forms achieve 60-80% of the effect, , a vocalization 20-30% (Edward T. Hall). It is considered that the words themselves do not contain more than 10% value of the received message. We can conclude that "face-to-face communication" apart from being the simplest, fastest, most natural and oldest form of communication, it also has the following advantages: less susceptible to the use of manipulative manners during communication, instant assessment of the effects, possibility of on-site feedback, faster reading and decoding of non-verbal signals, faster detection of differences between the "living etiquette" and "telephone etiquette" and many others. In addition, face-to-face communication leads to intermittent word interaction and non-verbal signals providing immediate understanding with a high level of communication flexibility getting immediate and direct response to the interlocutor's signals, greater interactive influence between interlocutors and a rich combination of affective elements.
Definition
The simplest term for clarifying this paper is communication which, according to Allwood, J. (1983) , is a way that covers all its uses. The face-to-face concept is described as a social interaction that is carried out without the mediation of technology. This means that individuals are involved in a process of co-construction and co-ordination of meaning (Allwood 2008) , D. David J. Crowley; David Mitchell (1994) . The famous sociologist Irving Goffman regards this interaction as "the reciprocal influence of individuals on each other's actions in the mutual immediate physical presence Janet Sternberg (2012) . Linguist Mary Ritchie defines face-to-face interaction as one direction in detecting patterns in actions visible in real interactions. Mary Ritchie Key (1980) . Nardi and Whittaker (2002) point out that to many theorists face-to-face communication is the gold standard of communication.
Bonnie A. Nardi; Steve Whittaker (2002) . Especially in the context here they say that face-toface communication is a real wealth of information signals. Kevin B. Wright; Lynne M. Webb (2011) . It points to the power, meaning and energy of face-to-face communication. In addition to this, no communication communicates more human senses than the immediate communication. Brent D. Ruben (1993) . Therefore emphasize that face-to-face interaction is the most effective form of verbal communication in which the sender can motivate the recipient. Emmitt et al. (2006) points out that "face-to-face interaction is still considered a preferred method of solving problems and disputed questions ", this view is also represented by well-known authors Stephen Emmitt; Christopher Gorse (2006) . Carey et al. (2010) state that "face-to-face interaction is still seen as the best form of learning." Trevor Kerry (2010) . In this regard Burnell (2011) notes that face-to-face interaction is preferred to act in order to establish active contact and maintain strong relationships. "Peter J. Burnell (2011) " Finally, it should be noted that face-to-face communication is an impossible phenomenon in some situations, especially where time and geographical distance are a problem. [10] .In addition to the emergence of many new information and communication technologies, face-to-face interaction is still widespread and popular. A greater emphasis is put on face-to-face communication which provides greater interaction compared to mass communication. (Koten, 2011) . Berko et al. (2007) defines face-to-face communication as a tangible interpersonal communication that takes place between two or more people who establish a communicative relationship. A fairly technical explanation is given by Tubbs and Moss (2003) : the communication, especially so called "face to face" communication among the children and parents in their private life. Because of that, the research question is: What is the status of "face to face" communication among the children and parents in a contemporary family in the Republic of Macedonia?
The subject of the research is the identification of characteristics of the communication among the children and parents based on the perception of the children. According to this we set the main hypotheses of the research: "Face to face" communication between children and parents is rare, poor and official.
For that purpose, we have selected the random sample of the research, which is structured from 869 children. The children, for the purpose of comparing of their answers, were stratified according to the following characteristics: sex (male, female); school level (primary, secondary and university); achievements in learning (excellent, very good, good, satisfactory); level of education of children's parents-the highest of one of the parents (secondary school diploma, bachelor and scientific diploma-Master/ PhD or equivalent); place of living of the children (Village or City).
By using questionnaire we asked them for their experience and perceptions about the "face to face" communication among the children and parents in their families.
The questionnaire for the children is with one closed question and consists of 15 categories which describe the possible communication.
Results
By selection of one category (Strongly disagree; Disagree; Partly agree; Agree and Fully agree) for every given statement, the children were asked to present their perception about the communication in the frame of their families in relation child-parent. Four of the statements were given in a positive sense, and the rest were given in a negative sense. According to calculation of the frequency, average and standard deviation from the answers of every given statement, we can see that the overall calculation shows that: (See Table 1 It is very interesting to analyze the calculation of the results according to the sex of the children. Based on frequency, average and calculation of standard deviation of the answers of every given statement given by the males and females children, we can see that: (See Table 2 We have calculated the opinions of the children according to attendance of the school level.
Based on the same methodology, in the Table 3 we compare the differences and similarities among the perception of primary, secondary and university children. The results show that: (See Table 3 It was a provocation to calculate the results of the given opinion of children according to their declared achievement in learning. We have compared their opinions by structuring and comparing the answers of excellent, very good, good and satisfactory children. The differences and similarities among them are presented in the table 4, so it can be seen that: (See Table 4 We have also compared the opinions of children structured by the levels of education of their parents (the highest level of education of one of the parents). Through comparing we identified that: (See Table 5 One of the aspects of findings about the face to face communication in the frame of the families was the comparison of the opinions of children according their place of living. Using the same methodology in calculation, we have compared the opinions of children who live in villages and those who live in cities. The results shows that: (See Table 6 ) -Pondered values of averages shows that for the children who lives in villages in the sample of the research, the higher values (4,112) has the statements The most common topic of the conversation with my parents is my progress in learning and My daily communication with my parents is less than 1 hour (3,853). 
Discussions
The overall calculation of data and the following analyses shows that the communication between parents and pupils can be described as "compulsory obligation". This means that, according to the pupils, the dominated reason for communication among them is pupil progress in learning. It can be seen that the daily communication between pupils and parents is less than 1 hour. If we stress that according to pupil misunderstandings in that communication are very common, we can suppose that there are possible problems in communication. This supposition can be confirmed also with the knowledge we learned by the pupils answers, which is connected with the rest part of the question. By negation or giving very low confirmation of the existence of the positive given statements, All the time I`m in contact with my parents, The communication with my parents is relaxed and My parents show great interest for communication with me, the pupils opens a lot of questions which can thematic for the researchers and educators. It the direction of confirmation of the negative perception of the communication between pupils and parents in the families is the cohesion of the pupils in their answers about statements in this question.
It is very interesting to discuss the results from the research by different angle of perspective.
For that purpose the results will be discussed according to the sex of the children, attendance of the school level, their achievement in learning, levels of education of their parents and their place of living. It can be seen that the biggest dispersion in the answers has the satisfactory children, and that the results of the other samples are the similar. Related to the declared achievement of the pupils, it can be conclude that there are no essential differences among them in the perception of the communication in the families.
Calculation the results according to the levels of education of the parents of pupils bring us to conclusion that even the answers to the categories are similar, there are some differences. One of the aspects of calculation of the results according the place of living of pupil was also very interested for the researchers: children`s place of living. It can be recognized a lot of differences between the results of the answers given by the pupils from the village and pupils from the cities. First of all, the pupils from the cities are more coherent in the answers of all categories than the pupils from villages. Second, the pupils from the cities are much more convinced in the given statements, especially in those whose idea in "bad communication" between pupils and parents in their families. A larger number of pupils from the village are much more "reserved" in that sense. Only the statement The most common topic of the conversation with my parents is my progress in learning, from the both categories of pupils has received a large positive response. This shows that the perception between parents and pupils given by pupils from the village is more constructive and cooperative than those given and presented by the pupils from the cities.
